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Copy of tlie Correspondence between Proprietors and the Commissioner 
of the Board of Works, as to the Ardee Drainage. 



Copy Mr. II. C. Singletons Letter to the Secretary of the Commissioners 
of Public Works. 

Dear Sir, Aclare, Ardee, 16 July 1848. 

In the course of a discussion which took place yesterday before the court at 
Trim, upon the subject of the presentment proposed to be raised off the county 
Meath for the rebuilding of Bogie Bridge by the Board of Works, it was stated 
by the gentleman who attended on the part of the Commissioners from their 
solicitor’s office, in resisting the proposal, that the traverse of the presentment 
should be postponed till the next assizes, that the Commissioners were at the 
present time preparing the papers necessary for making the final award upon 
the Ardee drainage district. 

From my own knowledge of the incompleteness of the works, that a great 
portion, if not the whole of the river from Ardee upwards has not been executed 
in conformity with the plans, &c. to which the proprietors gave their assent, 
and also knowing that the back drainage in the townlands of Mooneystown, 
Grenan and Aclare Lodge demesne, and also the drain leading from the Lake 
of Mentrim to the river, which were to form parts of the scheme, have scarcely 
yet been attempted, I think it to-be hardly possible that the Commissioners 
can be prepared to make the final award before these different parts are 
completed. 

May I beg that you will have the goodness to let me know whether the state- 
ment made by the solicitor is correct. 

I remain, &c. 

(signed) II. C. Singleton. 



Copy Solicitor’s Minute on Mr. H. C. Singleton's Letter of the 
16th July 1848. 

Mr. Buckley urged the trial and disposal of the traverse at the present 
assizes, on the ground that the award must necessarily be deferred until the 
traverse was disposed of. Mr. Mulvany will know when the works are to be 
completed. 

17 July. (signed) A. S. 



Copy Report of Mr. R. Manning, District Engineer, on Mr. II. C. Singleton's 
Letter of the 16th July 1848. 

Mr. Singleton stated to meat Trim, that he as well as the other proprietors 
intended to oppose an award being made in this district, on the grounds that 
the leading drains had not been deepened to the extent originally proposed, and 
that part of the district was flooded during the last season. 

The flooding was principally caused by an accident having occurred to the 
sluices at Ardee, by which they were rendered totally ineffective. I applied for 
and received authority to repair those sluices, and they are now nearly finished. 
I have not received authority to execute any other works in the district. 

9. a 2 I am 
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I am quite ready to examine and report on the present state of the district, if 
I am so directed ; but as Mr. Roberts executed the works, I think it would be 
right that this letter should be referred to him. 

(signed) Rob. Manning, 

19/7/48. Dist. Engineer. 



Copy Statement of Mr. IVilliam V. L. Foster to the Secretary of the 
Commissioners of Public Works. 



Statement of the Circumstances connected with the operations of the Board of 
V' orks, as affecting William V. L. Foster, Esquire’s, Property at Ballygowan, 
adjoining the River Dee, County of Louth. 



About 80 acres of the lands of Ballygowan, part of which is usually under 
meadow, being subject to inundation by the River Dee, the late Judge Foster, 
•who had a life interest in the lands, at an expense of upwards of 200 l ., 
embanked between the river and the land, and, in addition, made a back drain 
inside the embankment, in order to carry off any water that might accumulate 
within. 

This embankment was found s ufficient to resist the most considerable floods, 
preserving the bottoms dry long after the entire surrounding country was 
under water, thereby giving time to secure the crop of hay. During the pro- 
gress of the works carried on by the Board, it became necessary to stop the 
water in the channel of the River Dee, and at the same time to prevent it from 
accumulating. The engineer cut through the embankment at the north-west 
corner at Ballygowan, in order to allow the river water to flow into Mr. Foster’s 
back drain. 

In the confidence that the improvement made by the Board, for which 
Mr. Foster was highly assessed,, would remove all danger of flood, Mr. Foster 
thought it. unnecessary to repair the breach in the embankment, and being of 
no use as it stood, other breaches were made by the country people cutting- 
turf on it. ® 



The channel of the river as it stands now being too narrow, and the rush of 
water being much quicker than formerly, the river having been cleared the 
lands are more liable to a sudden inundation. 

Mr. Foster this autumn had a large quantity of hay in his hands (160 cocks) 
and had also a portion set to tenants under meadow. 

On the 23d August a flood arose, and entering first at the breach made by 
the Board’s engineer, covered the bottoms with water about three feet deep 
and doing much damage, estimated at between 80/. and 100Z. Mr. Foster 
submits, that so far the works have been injurious to him, and have caused 
him special damage to the amount above stated. He also submits, that as in 
order to protect himself effectually it will still be necessary to maintain the 
embankment, that the benefit to him is comparatively trifling, and that these 
circumstances should be specially taken into consideration in making the 
award as regards his property. ” 



18. Eccles-street, Dublin, 
3 Nov. 1848. 



(signed) JVm. Vesei/ Leslie Foster. 



Copy Secretary’s Letter to Mr. IV. V. L. Foster, in reply to the above. 

(Avdee District.) 

T Slr ’. , , ^ , , Office of Public Works, 8 Nov. 1848. 

i am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your statement of the circum- 
stances connected with the operations of the Board of Works in the above 
district, by which your property at Ballygowan was affected, and in reply to 
state, that the matter contained therein will be laid before the Commissioners. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) J os. C. W alker, Secretary. 
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Copy Mr. Roberts’ Report on Mr. W. V. L. Foster' s Statement. 

(River Drainage, Ardee District.) 

In compliance with the instructions given me by Mr. Commissioner Mulvany, 
I met Mr. J. Foster, who acts as agent to Mr. W. V. L. Foster on the lands of 
Ballygowan, with reference to the statements contained in the annexed docu- 
ment. 

Mr. Foster is correct in stating that the engineer had cut through his 
embankment for the purpose of using the back drain as an unwatering course, 
and also for the purpose of cutting off a projecting corner of the river course ; 
his argument is, that chiefly in consequence of this his lands were flooded 
during the August flood. 

I explained to Mr. Foster that as breaches existed in the embankment which 
were not made by the parties engaged in the execution of the works, they 
would in themselves have caused the flooding of his land. 

Though the district has not been properly relieved from flooding, I am of 
opinion that there are no lands which have been more benefited by the 
drainage than those referred to by Mr. Foster. 

30 Nov. 1848. 

(signed) Samuel U. Roberts. 



Copy Mr. Roberts' Report on the annexed Letter of Mr. Singleton. 

I have delayed reporting on this case, to procure such papers from Castle- 
bellingham as would enable me to do so fully. 

In the execution of the works in the Ardee district, deviations and altera- 
tions were made from the original plan by the authority of the Commissioners, 
with a view to -making the measure more effective. One of these deviations 
was reducing the width of the river channel, and increasing its depth in some 
divisions of the district. I may here state, that in the original design for the 
drainage of this district, the bed of the river was only five feet six inches 
below the level of the lands, and as it is now executed, it is from eight feet to 
nine feet. 

Mr. Singleton's communication has resulted from the inefficiency of the 
works to discharge extraordinary floods, and, consequently, the inefficiency of 
the leading drains to relieve lands remote from the river. 

When the drainage of the Ardee district was reported on and executed, 
it was not viewed as necessary, nor was it contemplated to discharge floods 
at such a level as would afford facilities for under drainage to low lands during 
floods. Relief from floods was the main object sought, and in my report, 
the flood line is calculated to rise within six inches of the level of the lands. 

The great bulk of the low lands in the Ardee district consist of a light 
alluvial soil overlying a deep bed of bog, and the result has been that on the 
level of the water being lowered they have subsided very considerablj r . 

The partial execution of the works in the Nobber district has been attended 
with injurious results to the river in the Ardee district, first, in yielding 
flood for deposits in the upper reach of the river ; and secondly, in pouring 
down floods without the conservating power of the lakes as reservoirs, which 
is contemplated in the improvement of that district as connected with the 
Ardee district. 

The utmost attentions of the caretakers of the river have been insufficient 
to guard against the formation of shoals in the river, particularly where sharp 
curves take place. 

Considering the original level at which it was contemplated floods would be 
discharged, and the circumstances which I have now detailed, the flooding 
of the lands in some portions of the district, after the extraordinary falls of 
rain which occurred last year, is not a matter of surprise. 

The section which I annex corroborates fully the statements I have made ; 
it was made with very great care after the floods of last year, and contains 
much valuable information with reference to the district. 

9. A3 I have 
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I have no doubt the proprietors would gladly subject themselves to an 
increased tax for the more perfect drainage of the district, and as it would be 
desirable to effect such work when the Commissioners have a staff in the 
county, I shall, if they approve of it, report to them on what works can be 
most efficiently executed, and at what cost. 

30 November 1848. (signed) S. U. Roberts. 



Copy Letter from Mr. Geo. If. Adams to the Secretary of. the 
Commissioners of Public Works. 

Sir, Aclare Lodge, Ardee, 1/ .January 1849. 

I must beg to call the attention of the Commissioners of Drainage to the 
works on the Ardee River, and to represent to them how wholly inadequate 
they are to the object proposed when they were undertaken. Four times in 
less than five months the low grounds have been covered, and that to an 
extent which, in my experience of the neighbourhood, never occurred before 
under the same circumstances of weather, for even granting that the floods 
of the last and present month came under the class of those against which no 
guarantee was given, this cannot apply to those of either August or October ; 
on the latter occasion, a few hours’ rain (from nine till one o’clock) produced 
a greater flood within a few hours than would have occurred formerly after 
24 hours' rain. 

Having been (if not the first) amongst the earliest of those who applied to 
have the provisions of the Drainage Act put in force, it is a grievous disap- 
pointment to find after such a length of time, and all. the annoyances and 
injuries to which we were exposed during the time the works were in progress, 
that we are now in a worse position than before they were undertaken, and 
this not from any impracticability in the plan or in the object proposed, but 
from the very imperfect manner in which it has been carried out, and from 
the works not being in conformity with the original scheme as set forth in the 
reports of Mr. Roberts, on the faith of which the assents of the proprietors and 
occupiers were given. 

The effect of what has taken place here will be to render an Act (than which 

1.,-. ,.-P ;r -i • _i , i i „ > 




In another district I have also to complain of the course pursued : in the 
Nobber district, undertaken under the provisions of the Summary Proceedings 
Act, the works on the tributary river between the main river and the mill of 
Mitchelstown (the termination of the proposed works in the original plan) were 
earned up to a point close to the rnearing of a farm of mine which would have 
been much benefited by an effectual outlet, which if this river were completed 
there would be ; but after much injury being done to meadows by the stoppage 
of water whilst the works were being carried on, and which I submitted to 'in 
expectation of ultimate benefit, nearly tw T o years since all proceedings on that 
small ri\er were stopped, and although the works have been carried on elsewhere 
I 11 . “ le c lstnct .’ au( -*- at a heavy expense, this has been left uncompleted, and more 
mjury now arises than before the drainage was commenced. 

Wk]l aspect to tins latter work, if the Commissioners would allow the parties 
principally interested to carry out the plan on their own account, I have reason 
to think we could do so without calling on the Commissioners for aid. 

, such work is fast approaching I would be glad, with reference 

to tins latter object, to have their answer with as little delay as possible. 

. mrwil ling to believe myself the object of particular hostility to the Com- 

Zfrr r h ? Se em ^?r. d b y tlle “> b a‘ il “^7 has so happened, and 
that by the admission ot their own officers, that I have suffered by ilie canyim" 

uL°ek ^T r ! m ° T f v? al1 auy otller P er30 “- and hi both districts’ 
narnel) , tie Ardee and the INobber, the non-completion of the works in the 
particular points hare added materially to the evils. 

Since the commencement of operations in this district, now four years ago, 

I have 
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I have not made any application or complaint to the Commissioners on tlie 
subject, but as silence might now be construed into an approval of and 
acquiescence in the course pursued, 1 feel bound on every ground to enter iny 
protest and to remonstrate in the strongest manner against the proceedings 
adopted in both cases. 

I have, &e. 

(signed) Geo. M. Ailams. 



Copy further Letter from Mr. Geo. M. Adams to the Secretary of the 
Commissioners of Public Works. 

Sir, 

I have to apprise the Commissioners of Drainage that all my low grounds 
here adjoining the River of Ardee have been flooded by the late fall of rain 
a proof (if such were necessary) of the inadequacy of the drainage works in 
this district for the object proposed when they were undertaken. 

It is certainly true that we have been exempt from flooding during the past 
summer, but this is entirely to be attributed to the dryness of the past 
■season ; as it is now evident that even after the dryest season a fall of rain of 
little more than 24 hours’ duration will flood the lotv grounds of the district, 
and that sooner and to a greater extent than ever occurred before from any 
quantity of rain falling in the same space of time. 

Although the want of courtesy which I have experienced from the Com- 
missioners of Drainage in not giving any reply to my written communications 
on this subject on former occasions prevent my expecting a different course 
being followed at present, yet I feel it my duty to make this representation and 
raise my voice against the course pursued, calculated as it is to prevent what 
it has been the object both of Government and the Legislature to encourage, by 
the employment of money in improvements in land by drainage works. 

I have, &c. 

Aclare Lodge, Ardee, (signed) Geo. M. Adams. 

27 October 1849. 



Copy Letter from tlie Secretary to tlie Commissioners of Public Works 
to Mr. Geo. M. Adams. 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

, * 3ir » 3 November 1849. 

1 have been directed by the Commissioners to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 2/th ultimo, and to inform you that it is under consideration 
the result of which shall be communicated to you in due course. 



No. 39,277/49 



I am, & c. 

(signed) R. Hornsby s 
Secretary. 



Copy further Letter from Secretary to Mr. Adams. 

o- , Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

T 11 ^ „ 16 November 1849. 

J°- r? U f ? 0te cl ?- ted the 27th ultimo ’ 011 tlle subject of the works o„ w-/ 

of the Ardee district ;l am directed by the Board to refer vou to their last 3 °’ “ l 

Annual Report to Parliament, m which the case of this district is fully set forth 
as also the proposition to expend additional monies to increase the efficiencv of 
me drainage*. 

k™ to observe that under the Treasury' arrangements the Board conld not Paper h.u 
execute any drainage works m the eastern or non-distressed counties, unless at 
9 ’ A 4 least 
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least half the funds were provided by private parties ; until the 5th instant the 
Board failed in procuring private funds for this district, but now a sum. for 
this purpose is provided, and the Board hope to obtain an equal sum from the 
Treasury, and thus be enabled to complete the works of this district. 

I am, &e. 

(signed) E. Hornsby, 

Secretary. 



Copy Letter from Mr. H. C. Singleton to the Secretary to the Commissioners 
of Public Works. 

Sir, 

I have just learned that it is the intention of the Commissioners of Public 
Works again to commence operations upon that part of the river in the Ardee 
district drainage between the mills of Ardee and Aclare, the highest point in. 
that district. 

Now, knowing that the proprietors of the district have not been consulted on 
this matter and their consent obtained to a further large outlay of money upon 
the drainage, I can hardly believe that there is any truth in the report, particu- 
larly as I remember that the Board stated, in a Return to an Order of the 
House of Commons two sessions ago, on the motion of Colonel Dunne, that 
these works were “ completed, 5 ’ with some very trifling exceptions. 

If the state of the Nobber district drainage renders an increased outlay on 
the river in the lower district of Ardee necessary, and the proprietors of the 
Nobber district are to pay the whole of the expense, I should have little reason 
to find fault or object ; but if the proprietors of the Ardee district are to be 
saddled with the payment of the increased outlay above, the sum they originally 
consented to expend, I, as one of the proprietors, and largely interested, must 
at once protest against any fresh expenditure upon the river being made without 
our being either consulted in the matter or our consent obtained to the addi- 
tional outlay. To proceed without such consent being first had, may be acting 
strictly according to the letter of the Acts of Parliament; but in my view it is 
both unreasonable and unjust to prosecute works at the expense of other 
parties without their authority, and, in many instances, against their expressed 
wishes. 

I have, &c. 

Aclare, Ardee, (signed) H. C. Singleton. 

21 March 1851. 



Copy further Letter from Mr. H. C. Singleton to the Secretary of the Com- 
missioners of Public Works. 



Sir, 

On the 21st of March last I addressed a letter to you on the subject of the 
projected completion of the works in the upper part of the district of the Ardee 
drainage, and protesting against its being proceeded with, if the expense 
attending it were to be defrayed by the proprietors of the Ardee district, without 
their consent being asked and obtained to any further outlay of money upon 
this most mismanaged undertaking. 

As I find that the. engineer has been now for some time engaged in the works, 
and not having had any reply from you to my note, not even the acknowledg- 
ment of its receipt which the usual courtesy observed, at least in official cor- 
respondence, is supposed to require, and which, in my experience, has not been 
violated by any public body in any instance except the Board of Works ; 
under these circumstances, 1 can only suppose that my note did not reach you’ 
and may I therefore be permitted to request the favour of a reply to this, as in 
the event of your not having received my former letter, I will send you a copy 
of it. 1 J 



Aclare, Ardee, 
4 April 1851. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) H. C. Singleton. 



The receipt of this note was acknowledged on the 7th April, and Mr. Singleton 
informed that the matter would be brought before the Board. 
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Copy Letter from Mr. H. C. Singleton to the Secretary to the Commissioners 
of Public Works. 



Sir, 

I have just received your note of the 7th instant, and am constrained again 
to address you on the subject of the Ardee district drainage. 

Without reverting to the consideration of the monstrous injustice of recom- 
mencing the works in this district at all, after a lapse of so much time since 
their discontinuance, and in the face of the Commissioners’ Return to an Order 
of the House of Commons, in the Session of 1 849, that these works “ were 
nearly finished,” or “ completed according to original design, &c.,” without 
the sanction or consent of the persons interested to the additional outlay of 
money, I feel bound at once, both as a proprietor and occupier, and on behalf of 
some of my tenants and other occupiers who are aggrieved and seriously affected 
by the course the engineer in charge of the works in the Ardee district has 
thought proper to pursue, to remonstrate in the strongest terms against these 
proceedings, by which a quantity of property within the range of the works has 
been wantonly destroyed or unnecessarily injured. 

No notice that I ever heard of was given to the occupiers that these works 
were to be recommenced this spring, and the consequence is that having 
cropped their ground, some with potatoes, others with oats, or having it pre- 
pared for sowing, these lands are at this moment, and have been for some time, 
covered with water. 

But if the engineer considered it necessary to put a dam across the course 
of the main river, or rather the courses of three rivers, and attempt to drive 
their accumulated waters through a cut not larger than one of the smaller ones, 
he should have been obliged (unless he too is beyond control) to have provided 
that such an outlet for the water he was throwing back should be formed, as 
would have prevented the possibility of a whole district being overflowed. 

I understand that in consequence of an order received in Ardee yesterday, 
a new cut is being made to carry off some of this overflow, though this cut, in 
the opinion of a professional gentleman who viewed the works, is not nearly 
large enough for the effectual discharge of the water. Still, I cannot conceive 
why this or some other similar measure was not resorted to in the first instance ; 
but the mischief is now done, the crops of several persons are destroyed, the 
land in preparation for sowing is now rendered useless, and the whole of this 
damage and loss is to be attributed to the reckless conduct of the Commis- 
sioners or their servants. I freely admit that in all large works of this nature 
some damage must be done, some injury unavoidably sustained, but what 
I must exclaim against is the wholesale indiscriminate destruction of property 
caused by the injudicious proceedings of the persons employed. 

I dare say the Commissioners have, in their corporate capacity, discovered 
that the Irish are a people patient under suffering. I do not know whether 
they have yet found out that there is a limit to human endurance. Few men 
can stand calmly by and submit to see not only their own but the property of 
their neighbours, perhaps their whole wealth, their whole dependence for sub- 
sistence for a season destroyed, by the cruel overflowing of a district, and at 
the same time have only got to look beside them and find that the whole of the 
calamity which they feel has already involved them, is caused by the extra- 
ordinary attempt of an engineer, by placing a dam across a considerable river 
to drive its waters back up a narrow ditch, and thus see that by the prostration of 
this dam their property would be saved, and their means of subsistence partially 
recovered. Can any body he surprised if they were to obey their impulse and 
take this course. Punishment they would necessarily risk, but it is for the 
Commissioners to consider whether they could insure a conviction upon 
a charge brought nnder these circumstances, or where in these counties they 
could find twelve men who would agree in declaring from a jury box, that the 
persons so accused were guilty of a malicious and wilful injury. 

"W hat effect our remonstrances may have with the Commissioners I cannot 
pretend to say, but at all events I have the satisfaction of knowing, that when 
the whole of the correspondence and other matters relating to the Ardee 
drainage have been ordered by a superior authority to be produced, the public 
9 . B 'will 
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will have an opportunity of judging whether the powers with which the Com- 
missioners have been so largely armed, have been used with discretion or a due 
regard to the interests of the parties concerned. 

I have, &c. 

Aclare, *\rdee, 8 April 1851. (signed) H. C. Singleton. 



Copy Letter from Secretary to the Commissioners of Public Works to 
Mr. H. C. Singleton , in reply to the foregoing. 

(Ardee District.) 

Sir, Office of Public Works, Dublin, 10 April 1851. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 8th instant, 
and to state that the Board regret to find from its tone, and your forgetfulness 
of certain facts, so much misunderstanding existing with regard to a measure 
of which you were yourself, as the Board understand, the chief promoter. The 
Commissioners now only await some papers and information from the resident 
engineer, to reply fully to the complaints and statements made by you, when 
they expect that the misapprehensions under which you view the subject may 
be removed. 

I am, & c. 

(signed) E. Hornsby , Secretary. 



Copy Letter from Mr. II. C. Singleton to the Secretary of the 
Commissioners of Public Works. 



Sir, 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th instant. 

I do not think that there was anything in the “ tone ” of my last letter, 
which under the circumstances could give a reasonable cause of complaint on 
the part of the Commissioners ; nor am I aware that any of the material facts 
connected with the Ardee drainage have escaped my memory. 

I think, too, the Commissioners might have spared their taunt, that I was 
the chief promoter of a measure to which 1 have lately been obliged to urge 
objections, for a little consideration on their part would, I should think, have 
sufficed to have led them to conclude that the anxious promotion of an 
undertaking, the estimated cost of which was 8,388 l., is perfectly reconcilable 
with a strenuous, though perhaps fruitless opposition to the same measure, 
the completion of which will cause the outlay of 16,622 l. 



I am, &c. 

Aclare, Ardee, 11 April 1851. (signed) H. C. Singleton. 



Copy Report of Mr. Robert Manning , District Engineer, on 
Mr. H. C. Singleton' s Letter of the 8th April. 

(Arterial Drainage, Ardee District.) 

Drainage Commission, Castlebellingham, 
Sir > 12 April 1851. 

With reference to Mr. Singleton’s letter of the 8tli instant, I beg to lay 
the following statement before the Board. 

Mr. Singleton writes as a proprietor and occupier of a portion of the dis- 
trict, and on behalf of his tenants and other occupiers, and the complaints 
made are as follows : — 

First. “ That additional works have been undertaken without the sanction or 
consent of the persons interested in the additional outlay.” 

Secondly, 
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Secondly. “ That no notice that he ever heard of was given to the occupiers 
that those works would be resumed this spring, and that in consequence they 
had cropped their lands.” 

Thirdly. “ That the means of ‘ unwatering ’ was injudicious, and that the 
engineer in charge should have been obliged to have provided such an outlet 
as would have prevented the possibility of a whole district being overflowed.” 

With regard to the first complaint I shall merely state, that on two different 
occasions, so long ago as the year 1848, Mr. Singleton stated to me that he was 
determined to prevent the Commissioners making their award, as the drainage was 
not perfect, stating on one occasion that the floods rose as high on the base of 
the hills as previous to the drainage, and that he would give 1,000 7. in addition 
to Ins share of the expenditure, that the works had never been executed ; and 
when, immediately previous to the commencement of the works in 1850 I 
stated the intention of the Commissioners to execute them, and took the 
opportunity of soliciting for myself the assistance he had given Mr. Roberts, 
he said he would have nothing to do with the Commissioners or their officers 
inveighed strongly against the injustice of any further expense being incurred’ 
and said he would bring public opinion to bear on the Commissioners. 

With regard to the second complaint, I have only to state that the works 
were resumed in the summer of 1S50 ; they were continued till the state of 
the weather prevented their further economical execution, and were resumed 
at the first suitable opportunity. Instead of cutting the dams at the head of 
the work, which I was solicited to do, I kept them up during the whole winter, 
and cut relieving drains at each side of them. 1 sent the overseer to warn 
the people not to set crops in lands likely to be injured, and Mr. Adams, a near 
neighbour of Mr. Singleton’s, told me, that knowing the dams would subject 
lnm to flooding, he had not set oats on his lands. 

With regard to the third complaint, I beg to say, that in consequence of the 
necessity of keeping the mills of Ardee supplied, I was obliged to make a back 
drain 10 feet wide, which is much larger than usual ; and in addition to this I 
put in a temporary sluice. It unfortunately happened that, although the river 
was very low previous to the dams being made, three successive days’ rain 
caused the waters to rise so as to flood the lands ; and representations having- 
been made and legal notices having been served upon me respecting this flood^ 
ing,^ I took immediate measures for their relief, preferring to defend myself 
against what might be considered an unnecessary expense, than against what I 
knew would be exaggerated statements of damage to the lands. 

I visited the works yesterday, and the water had so fallen that even without 
having incurred the expense alluded to (by which the lands are freed since last 
Tuesday), the water would not be more than three inches over the very lowest 
grass lands, and it is probable that while I write it has further fallen that 
depth. 

On the 7th April Mr. Singleton was on the works, and he and the “profes- 
sional gentleman” with him saw, or might have seen, that the water was running 
rapidly off through a sluice opened for the purpose. lie was again on the 
works on the morning of the 8th (upon which day he wrote to the Board), and 
saw that the lowest grass lands were then nearly, if not quite freed from flood. 

Those lands, according to the published report, to which the proprietors 
assented, c - were flooded to a depth of four feet during four months of the 
winter season, and were subject to inundation at all times.” I desire rather to 
state facts than to discuss them, but I cannot refrain from remarking, that if 
the flooding of a portion of these lands for a week has been productive of so 
great an injury as to exceed “ the limits of human endurance,” and in the 
opinion of Air. Singleton to render a felonious breach of the peace excusable, 
it is the best proof of the amount of benefit already derived from the drainage 
of the district. 

I have examined those lands yesterday in company with a practical farmer, 
and he says, what is indeed evident, that the grass lands have been rather 
improved than otherwise, and the corn lands actually flooded (supposing the 
seed to be entirely destroyed) only amounts at the utmost to seven statute 
acres (ascertained by statement of one of the parties injured, and by ” stepping” 
the other lands), the sowing and tillage of which would not amount to 6 7. In 
this estimate I do not include any patches which may have been sown in the 
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Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




12 CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO 

cut-away bog of Ardee ; they must be of small extent, if any, and I have been 
unable to examine them. 

Mr. Singleton, as I understand, convened a meeting of the occupiers in 
Ardee, and no doubt when people are solicited to detail their grievances they 
have a tendency to exaggerate. In this way he may have been imposed upon, 
particularly as the manner in which (possibly by inadvertence) he conducted 
his inquiries would tend to cause such exaggeration. 

One of the occupiers of the district stated to me (in presence of my assistant 
and overseer, and said he would do so again on oath) that Mr. Singleton asked 
him whether his land had been injured. On replying in the negative, lie was 
asked whether the cutting up of the land to make a small embankment (which 
saved his land) was not an injury ; he again replied cc No,” for the overseer had 
promised to put it back again. 

He again was asked whether the grass lands had been injured, and replied 
that they had been rather served. It was then suggested that the deposit from 
the water would give a disease to the cattle ; the answer was, that if the cattle 
were immediately put on, this might be possible, but as the time for taking in 
cattle to grass was from 14 th to 20th May. no such thing could occur. 

I would beg to say that I have three objects to accomplish, in order to please 
all parties. 

First, I must keep the mills at work to avoid claims for compensation. 

Secondly, I must execute the works with the strictest economy of time and 
money ; and, 

Lastly, I must prevent the possibility of the lands being flooded. I cannot 
do all this, because it is impossible ; but I shall continue to do everything in 
my power to carry on the works vigorously, and with the least possible injury 
to the lands. 

As I am not in any way responsible for the results of the works previously 
executed, I have no interest in the matter. I sincerely regret that any circum- 
stances should prevent me from receiving Mr. Singleton’s support, which his 
high station would render so valuable ; and I trust that in the performance of 
my duty I have said nothing in this letter to offend him. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Rob. Manning , 

District Engineer. 



Copy Memorandum of Mr. Robert Manning , District Engineer, regarding the 
Improvement of the District. 

(Ardee District.) 

Speaking generally of the improvement effected, it may be stated that for 
periods varying from four to six months in each year, the lands were covered 
with flood. So great a change has been effected in the district, that the only 
means of judging of the effects of the drainage is to give such information as I 
have collected from the occupiers. The following facts are, as nearly as possible, 
in the words of the several occupiers : — 

James M c Guire, tenant; Mr. Filgate, landlord.— Holds, in partnership with 
two brothers, 135 statute acres. Prior to drainage works, under Mr. Roberts, 
would only till about seven acres, now has upwards of 42 acres tilled, growing 
good crops ; intends to till nearly all when the works are finished. More than 
half of the tilled portion was under sallows, and a small part waste. During 
some seasons those lands were not free from floods for more, than four months 
in the year. Considers his land very much benefited ; pays 2 7 s. per Irish 
acre rent. 

Laurence Randals, tenant ; Mr. Filgate, landlord.— Holds six acres ; used to 
be flooded for eight months in the year. Has now tilled five acres ; is much 
served by drainage. 

James 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




THE ARDEE DRAINAGE. 



James Gibney, tenant ; Mr. Filgate, owner. — Holds over 21 acres of land, 
•which used to he constantly subject to flood, more so than any in his neigh- 
bourhood. Has now tilled 6 h acres ; would not hold the land at all if in its 
former condition. Pays 40 s. per Irish acre. 

Patrick and Lau. Steen , tenants ; Mr. Filgate , owner. — Hold 58 acres of 
flooded lands ; have 37 acres tilled ; about 32 acres particularly subject to 
floods. 

Mr. Warde, tenant ; Mr. Singleton , owner. — Holds 52 acres on an old lease, 
that used to be flooded for two months at a time ; has tilled about 34 acres, 
and means to till the remainder. Considers it worth half as much more as it 
was before the works were undertaken. Part of the unfilled portion is feeding 
sheep. 

Mr. George M. Adams , owner and occupier. — Mr. Adams being from home, 
his steward states that from 40 to 50 acres have been improved, and 16 brought 
into cultivation, of which 1 1 were perfectly worthless, and the rest callow and 
flagger beds. 

Laurence M c Donnell, tenant ; Mr. Filgate, owner. — Holds 23 acres ; has 
tilled it all ; lost a great part of his crop in August 1848. Was all a sallow 
bed. Would not hold it now, if in its former condition, except at a great 
reduction in rent. Pays 40 s. per Irish acre. 

Patt Devine, tenant; Mrs. liuxton, owner. — Holds 31 acres of “the black 
meadows has tilled seven acres last year. I am informed, by Thomas Thorn- 
ton that this land gave 26 barrels of oats per Irish acre 

Same tenant ; Mr. Filgate, owner. — Eleven acres of nearly worthless bot- 
tom ; hopes to till it next year. 

Mr. O'Hara , tenant : Mr. Filgate , owner. — Forty-three acres; has tilled 
about 13 acres. 

Same tenant ; Mr. Singleton, owner. — ’Holds 32 acres of meadow’s ; is part 
of about 230 acres which were overgrown with flaggers at least three feet high. 
Former tenant had them on an old lease, given in with upland ; the two kinds 
of ground being together let at 15 s. per Irish acre. He could only let them 
by the week at 6 s. per week per head ; were sometimes flooded for eight 
months in the year. Pays 28 5 -. per Irish acre, and 4 0s. is paid for a great 
part. About 32 acres were not so bad as the rest. 

This information has been obtained directly from the persons named, and 
refers entirely to lands above Ardee. Below Ardee the lands have been covered 
.for months at a time. I shall collect all information I can respecting them. 

(signed) Rob. Manning , 

5 May 1851. Dist. Engineer. 

Note. — The amount stated as held by each party is the quantity flooded 
before works were executed. 



Copy Letter from the Secretary to the Commissioners of Public Works to 
Mr. H. C. Singleton. 

(Leinster Drainage.) 

Sir, Office of Public Works, Dublin, 10 May 1851. 

In reference to your letter of the 8 th April 1851, with the letter from this 
Board of the 10 th April 1851, I am directed to transmit a statement which 
.has been prepared on the subject. 

I am further directed to inform you that his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant 
.has called the attention of the Board to the subject, in consequence of 
a deputation having waited on his Excellency with the resolutions passed at 
a meeting convened in the district for the purpose. 

The Board very much regret misunderstanding should have arisen on this 
9 . b 3 subject. 
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subject, as, from the various interviews by members of the Board with the several 
gentlemen interested, the Board was led to believe that although the drainage 
measures of the Ardee district have been greatly extended to meet the new 
requirements consequent on the drainage, of the Nobber district, the extension 
met with the concurrence of the parties concerned. 

The Board beg to assure you that no exertions shall be spared on its part to 
have the works executed in the. most satisfactory manner with every practicable 
economy, and cannot but hope that when completed they will be found so 
beneficial as to justify the whole of the expense incurred. 

I am,. &c. 

(signed) E. Hornsby, Secretary. 



Ardee District. 

Mr. Singleton's Complaints, and Resolution of Proprietors, at a Meeting 
held in Ardee on 1 9 April 1851. 

Statement in Reply. 

The Ardee drainage was one of the first measures undertaken in Ireland 
under the Drainage Acts, an application having been made in February 1S43 
for a limited portion only of the district, namely, from Yellowford Bridge to 
Ardee, which was subsequently extended from Ardee to Drungbolestown, in 
consequence of the Commissioners declining to approve of the limitations pro- 
posed. The views generally entertained by the proprietors at that time, were 
limited to the relief of the lands from flooding, and did not contemplate the 
deeper and more improved drainage now generally adopted, nor did there 
then exist data as to the amount of rainfall and discharges of floods by 
improved river courses, which have since been carefully collected under the 
directions of this Board. Added to this, the limited district sought by the 
proprietors only occupied a certain extent along the central part of the River 
Dee, leaving untouched a large portion of the upper part of the river and 
tributaries which were subject to flood. 

I 11 furtherance of the. memorial, reports, design, and estimate were prepared 
to suit the system of drainage then proposed at an estimated expense of 
8,388 and the works proposed were, with little deviation, executed and com- 
pleted substantially to the extent proposed,, and the district effectually relieved 
from flood. So successful was the measure, that many portions of the bottom 
lands, which had been previously only fit for and used as osier beds, were culti- 
vated and tilled : others were thorough drained, and even in cases of very 
great floods, the works fulfilled the expectations which had been formed, so 
that the Board were urged by Mr. Leslie Foster, in August 184/, to make the 
final award for the repayment of the money expended ; and the. Commissioners 
would, in fact, have done so, but that they were obliged to await the present- 
ment by the county for the public bridges, and also desired to test the effect 
of the works in the Nobber district hereinafter referred to. 

In the winters of 184/-48 it became apparent that much of the lowlands 
in the district had subsided, and in some cases the new river banks collapsed 
so as to lessen the effective discharging power of the channel, and in conse- 
quence of this, combined with the neglect of the caretakers in charge of the 
sluices of the mills, a portion of the low lands was flooded in December 184/. 

Previous to this, however, the drainage of an extensive district of flooded 
lands on the upper part of the Dee, called the Nobber district, already adverted 
to, was, during the pressure of the famine, applied for, and the works com- 
menced under the provisions for summary proceedings of the amended Drainage 
Acts in July 1840, and vigorously carried on during that and the following year. 

It soon became apparent that the works which were sufficient for the limited 
measure of the Ardee district, so long as the flooded lands in the Nobber 
acted as a reservoir to moderate the discharge of the floods, were inadequate 
when the whole drainage of the upper country became improved; and this, 
combined with the causes already adverted to, no doubt tended to produce the 
flood in the Ardee district. 

In 
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In August 1848 a very unusual fall of rain took place in the greater part of 
Ireland, the effects of which in this district were fully stated in the Board’s 
Seventeenth Annual Report, as may be seen by the annexed extract, marked 
Paper (A.) _ Se 1(J tbr 

These floods naturally excited much alarm and dissatisfaction amongst the Paper (a!) re- 
proprietors, but at that time, and up to the close of the year 1849, it was ferred t0 - 
■wholly out of the power of the Commissioners to apply a remedy, as, under 
the arrangement made by the Treasury, funds could not be obtained to increase 
the dimensions of the works, nor, in fact, could the whole of the. funds for this 
purpose be obtained until the arrangements made after the. passing of the Act 
in 1850, which placed at the Board’s disposal 800,000?. for the works of 
arterial drainage then in progress throughout Ireland. 

The Board had the most careful consideration given to the project with the 
increased experience and knowledge of facts accumulated from the various 
districts in Ireland, and the works were in consequence resumed in the month 
of June 1850, ancl have been since carried on vigorously, and without interrup- 
tion, except that arising from the winter floods. 

On occasion of personal interviews between some of the proprietors and 
members and officers ot the Board, it was explained that if the Board could 
obtain funds, they were, prepared to extend the scale of the works. 

In 1848, and especially in July 1848, Mr.' Singleton protested against any 
final award being made until the drainage was completed. 

In a return to Parliament, dated 2/th March 1849, referred to by Mr. 

Singleton and the proprietors at their meeting in Ardee, it is expressly stated 
that the works were completed according to the original design, but increased 
works were necessary to obtain increased depth, and to guard against floods 
from^ other districts;” and in a second return, dated 8th August 1850, 

No. 7-2, a sum of 5,000 /. is stated as required to complete the works. 

In the Boards 17-th Annual Report, dated May 1849, the cause of flooding 
and the. course to he pursued are expressly stated. See Extract, Paper (A.) 

In July and October 1849, Mr. Adams, one of the proprietors, a tenant of 
Mr. Singleton, and one of the complainants, remonstrated in the strongest 
manner 2gainst the inadequacy of the measure, and was referred in reply to 
the Board’s 17th Annual Report, and was informed that it was proposed “ to 
expend additional monies to increase the efficiency of the. drainage.” 

Ihe foregoing being the state of facts, the Commissioners were not a little 
surprised to find that after the additional works having been in opera- 
tion for nearly a year, and undertaken, as they conceived, in accomplish- 
ment of the objects of the principal proprietors, and to obviate the complaints 
on which they founded their opposition to the final award being made, objec- 
tions should now be raised to the only practicable course of removing those 
grounds of complaint. 

This district was undertaken under the provisions for ordinary proceedings, 
under which no second formal assent of the proprietors is required by law, or 
would be valid for any purpose, ancl the Commissioners did not call any formal 
meeting of the proprietors because, as they understood, it was the wish of the 
proprietors that the drainage should be perfected, and as up to the last year no 
funds could be procured, the published intention of the Commissioners to 
complete the works had ample time to become known, and as appears by the 
resolution passed at the late meeting of proprietors, was, in fact, known to 
them by the Parliamentary Return of March 1849. 

Had the proprietors or a considerable majority of them objected to these 
additional works being executed, ancl agreed to the making of the final award, 
it is not likely the Board would have incurred the. delay and difficulties of pro- 
curing additional funds for this district, except that in the fulfilment of their 
duty towards inheritants, mortgagees, or others having claims on these lands, 
whose charges are postponed to give priority to that of drainage, they might 
have felt it their duty to press on the proprietors the consideration of its being 
the interest of such parties that works should be completed. 

But as matters have eventuated, it has appeared to the Board to be rather 
fortunate than otherwise to the proprietors of the Ardee district, that the award 
w'as not made upon the completion of the works of that district, when the 
benefits of the limited measure were developed, and before the effects of the 
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works in the upper part of the Dee or Nobber district were tested by ex- 
perience. 

In some of the communications made by Mr. Singleton to the Board, com- 
plaining upon this subject, he states that if the proprietors of the Nobber district 
were to pay the expense of any increased dimensions in that of Ardee, he would 
not object. But it is to be observed, that there is a considerable fall between the 
outlet of the Nobber and the upper part of the Ardee, and that the parties 
interested in the Nobber district could have at any time relieved their lands 
without the co-operation of those in the Ardee district, and had the award for 
the Ardee district been made in 1847, the proprietors thereof would have no 
means whatever of preventing the consequences of the increased floods, except 
at their own expense ; the principle of this has become so well established in 
these novel and extensive operations, that it is now the practice of the Board 
iO decline sanctioning any undertaking which does not form a complete measure, 
or be of sufficient scale and extent to suit the completed measure whenever 
effected. 



. -^° york for the Ardee district has been executed or authorized, but such as 
is requisite to make complete the drainage of that district, under the circum- 
stances of the unproved drainage of the upper country ; and but little addi- 
tional expense is caused by its now being done, with the exception of the 
increased interest on borrowed monies, for which far more than an equivalent 
has been gained by the proprietors and tenants of the district, by the enjoy- 
ment of the lands in then* improved condition for more than three years, whilst 
no portion of the funds expended has yet been repaid, although in many in- 
stances the. improved crops and increased time for which the land has been 
available, have amounted in value to more than the whole cost of the drainage 
which will be chargeable on those lands. 

It is quite true that other parties have not reaped equal advantages, by reason 
ot the flood, the lowness of their lands, or their not availing themselves of the 
benefits afforded, but then it is to be borne in mind that they have not yet 
been called upon to repay any portion of the expenditure, whilst in common 
with the others they enjoyed the benefits of increased employment for the 
people. 1 J 

It is also to be borne in mind, that these injuries are but a temporary cessa- 
tion ot the increased benefit to the lands, and not a deprivation of any portion 
ot their original productiveness. 

As regards the temporary inconvenience, or even partial losses on the low 
lands during the execution of the works complained of by Mr. Singleton they 
are only such as every measure of the kind is subject to, “and whilst every effort 
Is made on the part of the engineer to avoid unnecessary injury, such losses 
can scarcely be avoided with a due regard to economy in the execution of the 
uorks, particularly m a case where, in addition to the drainage, it is necessary 
to save expense of compensation, to maintain a head of water to the mills. 

rinally, the Board expect that the whole of the additional works will be 
completed tins season, and that the benefits derived from the more perfect 
S S thus eGe f ed > ' Vlil be am Pty commensurate with the expenditure, and 
Se t tt^ q S r dated. Paymellt ° f the “"rtVIVwbM, the debt on the 



By Order, 

(signed) E. Hornsby, Secretary. 



Referred to in 
foregoing letter, 
see p. i,j. 



Paper (A.) 

Extract from the Seventeenth Annual Report of the Commissioners of 
Public Works in Ireland; dated 9 May 1849. 

■ P eV “f Ce of ‘he peculiar risks to which these works are liable we would 
instance the result of an extraordinary flood that occurred on the 21st of 
August last m various parts of Ireland, but especially in the Ardee district 
the works of winch had, with certain modifications, been previously eomnleted 
to .he general extent originally intended, but the aiard for wS n 

delayed 
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delayed to test the effect of opening the extensive district above it, containing 
two lakes, which were proposed to be used as reservoirs for floods. 

The works in the upper district were in an incomplete, state, when on the 
day or two previous to the 21st of August a heavy fall of rain took place, 
amounting to (by rain gauge) seven-tenths of an inch. On the 20th the river 
course in the Ardefe district was full with flood, and in this state, with the 
whole country saturated with rain, there fell in seven hours, on the morning of 
the 21st, 1*34 inches of rain ; the greatest portion flowed into the river course, 
and, as might be expected under such adverse circumstances, overflowed the 
banks, and a considerable extent of the low lands of the district, but, as 
reported to us, without any material damage to crops. 

Against such extraordinary floods, though it would of course be possible, 
irrespective of expense, to guard, yet it would be very doubtful whether the 
advantages would be commensurate with the expenditure ; and in this case 
it was expressly stated in the preliminary report of the engineer, that the 
measure was devised “ to ensure the free and perfect discharge of the floods 
without their rising on the adjoining lands, unless in some extraordinary 
instance, to guard against which would not be worth the increased expense 
that would be necessarily incurred.” 

The works in the upper (or Nobber) district are still incomplete ; and upon 
a recent inspection of the Ardee district by one of the members of the Board, 
it was found that the river banks had collapsed with the subsidence of the 
adjacent lands, and that in many cases deposits or shoals had been formed, 
which reduced the discharging power of the new channel ; we have, therefore, 
determined, when funds can be procured, to remove these obstructions to the 
discharge, and in conjunction with the completion of the works in the upper 
district, to adopt measures in that of Ardee calculated to make still more 
efficient the discharging power, and also remove obstructions and an insuffi- 
cient county bridge below the lower end of the district, which we have 
satisfied ourselves, tends to prevent the free discharge of unusual floods. 

Notwithstanding the alarm caused to the proprietors by the flood in question, 
nothing can be more gratifying than the results of the drainage measure in this 
district, a very large portion of the low lands being under tillage this spring ; 
and the lowest bottom lands, formerly only fit to be used as osier beds, or marshes 
for coarse meadows, now yielding luxuriant crops. 

In concluding this subject, the Board think it right to state, in contravention 
of what appears to them a popular error, that whilst it would be quite practi- 
cable for them to give orders, and for their professional officers to prepare 
estimates so large that they scarcely could be exceeded in the expenditure, they 
conceive it would be a very injurious practice, more so even than the opposite 
course ; for it has generally been found, in the control of extensive works, very 
difficult to prevent an expenditure to the full amount of the estimates, whilst 
every item in excess is thoroughly canvassed, and the officers and every party 
concerned are directly taught to feel that their characters are staked on the 
issue. 



Reply of Mr. Singleton to Letter and Statement of 10th May 1851. 



Copy Letter from Mr. H. C. Singleton to the Secretary of the Commissioners 
of Public Works. 

Sir, Aclare, Ardee, Monday, 12 May 1851. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 1 0 th instant, and the 
statement which accompanied it. 

You say that the Board was “led to believe,” &c. that the extension of the 
drainage measures met with the concurrence of the parties concerned. 1 con- 
ceive that the Board were not justified in resuming the works upon any such 
assumption ; that before they proceeded to involve so many parties in such an 
increased expenditure, they were hound not only to “ believe* 5 ’ but to be assured 
that they had their concurrence. 

However, this admission is of value as an evidence that the Board considered 
some kind of concurrence on the part of the proprietors necessary. 

9 . C ' But 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




i8 



CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO 



But I cannot discover that they had any such concurrence. I do not know any 
one proprietor who consented to the outlay upon this drainage of a greater sum 
of money than the original estimate required to be repaid by the proprietors. 
I for one most assuredly did not. I remember upon an occasion in 1850, 
before any part of the works were recommenced, meeting Mr. Manning, the 
district engineer, who happening to remark that the Board were prepared to 
expend a further sum of 5,000 1. upon the Ardee drainage if they could succeed 
in obtaining funds, I told him at once that from the experience I had had of 
the working of the Board, and from the mismanagement of the drainage from 
the commencement, no consideration should induce me to consent to the 
expenditure of another shilling upon it. 

Mr. Filgate, I am satisfied, did not consent either ; and when I find that he 
and I possess nearly one-half' of the lands affected, I think it rather too much 
for the Board to say that they were “ led to believe they had the concurrence of 
the parties concerned.” 

The “ statement in reply ” does not contain one word in defence or in expla- 
nation of the main cause of complaint which we make against the Board, which 

is. the injustice of their laying out more money upon the drainage than they 
were originally authorized to do by the proprietors, and without their consent. 

When the proprietors gave their assents to the measure, they considered that 
the Board undertook to perform an act which would be attended with a certain 
benefit to them, described in the report ; that upon its completion they bound 
themselves to repay to the Board of Works the money they consented to expend, 
and no more ; they never conceived for an instant, that in consenting to the 
expenditure by the Board of a certain sum, they were giving authority to the 
Commissioners to lay out upon the works or otherwise any greater amount, 
much less a sum more than double the original estimate ; and if the Commis- 
sioners and their solicitor who attended the meeting at Ardee in 1844, when the 
assents were given, were aware that they possessed such powers, they acted both 
unfairly to us and in a manner unworthy of persons holding such positions, not 
to have apprised us of the fact ; for certain I am, that had we been aware of 

it, no sane man among us would have ever assented to the scheme. 

It appears by the statement that the works upon which the Board are now 
engaged in the Ardee district are works which were not contemplated origi- 
nally when the proprietors assented to the undertaking. Now I cannot con- 
ceive by what right the Board proceed with those works without obtaining the 
consent of the proprietors of this district if they are to bear any share of the 
expense ; but these additional works they say have become necessary to com- 
plete the Nobber district drainage. 

1 think the proprietors of that district should be at the sole expense of dis- 
charging their own waters, and I am strengthened in this opinion when I re- 
collect the principle laid down by the Board themselves in 1843, when they 
refused to sanction the application that was then made to them to undertake 
the drainage of the district between Hern Bridge and Ardee, stating that it 
would cause so much damage in time of floods to the lands below Ardee, that 
they could not recommend it. They did not then say, “ Send down the 
waters upon them, and let them discharge them at their own expense.” This 
however is precisely the language they use to us, and in opposition to the 
course they say themselves, in their statement, they have resolved now to pursue, 
not to sanction any undertaking which does not form a complete measure, 
lhe maxim ot “like case like rule,” does not seem to hold good with the 
Commissioners. 



But I can discover no consistency of conduct in the Board ; at one time 
they proceed upon the assumption that these works were completed in 1848 at 
another they labour to give reasons why they were not completed, and now 
they are laying out money to the extent of an excess of two-thirds over and 
above the sum they were originally to have cost ; at one time they quote from 
the report of their own engineer when it may happen to serve their purpose, 
but it it makes against them, they throw it over without scruple. 

As to the low lands in the district having subsided, I can scarcely think that 
the Board are serious m giving that as one of the reasons that these additional 
works are necessary. The thing is ridiculous. The Board do not seem to 
hav e any very clear idea of the value of osier beds, as compared with that of 
such crops as these low lands are capable of producing, or they would not 

adduce 
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adduce as a proof of the success of the measure the fact that land which was 
“ previously only fit for osier beds, was then cultivated and tilled.” Mr Roberts 
seems to have known more about the matter, for in his first report he says it 
may be desirable to provide for the maintenance of these osier beds by irriga- 
tion, &c. But the fact is, that the Board, by giving them alternatives of exces- 
sive wet and drought, destroyed the osiers, and the occupiers were obliged to 
devote them to the production of other crops. 

It is quite true that Mr. Adams and other persons “ remonstrated in the 
strongest terms against the inadequacy of the measure but neither Mr. Adams 
or any one else consented that any additional outlay necessary for the comple- 
tion of the works should be repaid by the proprietors. What lie and thev 
protested against was the non-fulfilment on the part of the Board of their con- 
tract (for we all looked upon their undertaking the works in the light of a 
contract) to perform a certain work for a certain sum, and of course, when they 
saw that not only was the benefit which it was promised them by the Board 
they would derive from the measure not obtained, but absolute loss incurred 
they urged the Board to make the drainage effective. 

The Board seem to think that everybody sees their returns and Annual 
Reports ; for my part, I should never have known last year what their inten- 
tions were m the preceding year, if it had not been that a friend sent me the 
return of March 1849. I have never seen one of their Annual Reports, but if 
they are generally as much to be depended upon as their 17 th, from which you 
sent me an extract, I scarcely know wliat value to place upon them It is 
therein stated with reference to the flood of 21st August 1848, that it was in this 
district attended, “ as reported to us, without any material damage to crops.” 
1 know this to be not the fact ; I was myself witness to a great deal of 
damage caused by the flood. One gentleman in this neighbourhood lost pro- 
perty to a very considerable amount. Every complaint that I have made of the 
proceedings, of the Board in their conduct of these works, I reiterate. I again 
protest against their being permitted to proceed at our expense with these 
additional works, which we never sanctioned, and I exclaim against our bein°- 
subjected to so monstrous an act of injustice at the mere will of the Drainage 
Commissioners. ° 

I have, &c. 

(signed) H. C. Singleton. 
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